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APPLICANTS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

The Applicant appreciates the courtesy extended by Examiner Beisner during the 
telephone interview conducted on 27 April 2011. This Applicant's Interview Summary is 
submitted in conformity with 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.2 and 1.133. 

A telephonic interview concerning the patent application referenced above was initiated 
by a request by the Applicant's undersigned representative and was conducted on 27 April 201 1 
from about 2:00 to 2: 15 p.m. Eastern time. The participants in the interview were Examiner 
William H. Beisner and Applicant's representative Gary D. Colby of the Philadelphia office of 
the Dilworth Paxson law firm. 

Prior to the interview, an informal communication was forwarded to Examiner Beisner 
by the Applicants' undersigned representative. That informal communication included several 
draft claim proposals and a brief proposed agenda for the interview. During the interview, the 
Applicant's representative briefly summarized the Applicant's intent to amend the pending 
independent claims in a manner that was fully supported by the specification, while remaining 
free of the prior art. The representative also indicated thai commercial considerations made it 
desirable for the Applicants to obtain a patent in relatively short order, even if for less than the 
entirety of the patent rights to which they may be entitled. 
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During the balance of the interview, the participants discussed claims thai might be 
considered and allowed a iter final. Amendments proposed to be made to claim 31 were 
discussed, especu ly in the context > 135 t ication. The Applicant's 

representative respectfully believes that agreement was reached to the effect that the amendments 
ultimately made to claim 31 in the Amendment After Final Rejection and Request for 
Reconsideration submitted herewith found support in at least paragraph |0035| of the 
specification, the important consideration being that the second step of the Applicant's claimed 
apparatus be able to 'trap' ceils or particles having a size less than the height of the space 
between the second step and the rest of the apparatus, while the width of that space was greater 
than its height -- such that fluid flow past such a trapped cell/particle could continue. 

No final agreement was reached regarding allowability of any specific claim. The 
Examiner indicated that he would need to confirm that the amended claim remained free of the 
prior art on the basis of which rejections were previously made but withdrawn. The Examiner 
suggested that comments on that issue in the Applicant's response could expedite 
reconsideration. The Applicant's representative indicated that such comments would, likely be 
included, to the extent they were deemed helpful to the Examiner's reconsideration. 

The interview concluded with the representative indicating that the Applicant would be 
consulted prior to filing any further formal papers and express app c iation for the 

Examiners' time and consideration. 
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